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other hand. And now, this historical imbalance is being perpe-
tuated, under the pretext that market forces must now be left to
come into play.

In Quebec, there is no compensation package, no transition
measure. The federal government is saying to milk producers
that they can raise their prices, and that they have the flexibility
to do that. In other words, it is saying to Quebec consumers that
they will pay for that. We account for some 23.8 per cent of total
tax revenues, so we will also pay 23.8 per cent of the compensa-
tion package given to Western producers.

In this bill, there are many examples of the federal govern-
ment’s approach toward development in the different regions,
particularly those in Quebec. This is the same bill sets up
transfer payment negotiations which, for Quecbec, can only lead
to reduced transfer payments, and a smaller percentage than
what it is getting now. No matter what solution is found, I am
convinced that Quebec will not receive more than before.

The Ontario government will come to the negotiating table
with many huge claims. This has been going on for several
years, and just because Ontario changes government does not
mean that these claims will also change. Quebec is facing cuts
that will affect it more than the other provinces. It is said that
more than 40 per cent of the cuts will be made in Quebec. In the
same bill, dairy producers are also being hit harder, because they
will not get any compensation package.

There are many reasons why, once this bill is passed, the
federal government will be even less committed than before to
supporting Quebec’s development. These people are the same
ones telling us that this system is cost effective, that it is good
for Quebecers.

I want to raise a point in response to what the hon. member for
Gatineau—La Liévre said about federal public servants. When-
ever the issue of sovereignty comes up, the people across the
way are eager to tell us that it would spell disaster for the
Outaouais, although they are saying very little about the roughly
15,000 jobs they are cutting in the region. The hon. member was
very subdued in the House, probably because he has a carefully
crafted quote for his next householder. He does not criticize his
government’s decisions in the newspapers or anywhere else. He
did not defend them in committee. Where was he? Where are
these great champions of the Outaouais who enjoy telling us that
we are very well served by the current system? This bill also
contains provisions affecting federal public servants.

The government whip did not rise either. Government mem-
bers make timid speeches to keep their constituents happy; their
remarks are never very searing. There are fiscal choices to be
made. If the Western Grain Transportation Act must indeed be
repealed, they should stop trying to provide indirect financial
support and incentives, and stop attempting to raise the Liberal

Government Orders

Party’s profile in the West, as was recently done in Manitoba.
Although we understand why they want to improve Liberal
prospects in that region, $2.2 billion is a lot to pay just to buy
votes. We have serious reservations here. If this policy must be
scrapped, they should have the courage to do so now and to
respect the commitments made by the Bloc Quebecois.

The Deputy Speaker: Is the House ready for the question?
Some hon. members: Question.

The Deputy Speaker: The vote is on Motion No. 5. All those
in favour will please say yea.

Some hon. members: Yea.
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The Deputy Speaker: All those opposed will please say nay.
Some hon. members: Nay.
The Deputy Speaker: In my opinion the nays have it.
And more than five members having risen:

[English]

The Deputy Speaker: Pursuant to Standing Order 76(8), the
recorded division on the motion stands deferred. Accordingly
the recorded division will also apply to Motions Nos. 6, 7, 8, 9,
10, 11, 18, 19 and 74.

The next question is on Motion No. 17. Is it the pleasure of the
House to adopt the motion?

Some hon. members: Agreed.
Some hon. members: No.

The Deputy Speaker: All those in favour of the motion will
please say yea.

Some hon. members: Yea.

The Deputy Speaker: All those opposed will please say nay.
Some hon. members: Nay.

The Deputy Speaker: In my opinion the nays have it.
And more than five members having risen:

The Deputy Speaker: Pursuant to Standing Order 76(8), the
recorded division on the motion stands deferred.

Mr. Nelson Riis (Kamloops, NDP) moved:
Motion No. 20

That Bill C-76 be amended by deleting Clause 26.
Motion No. 21

“That Bill C-76 be amended by deleting Clause 28.
Motion No. 22

That Bill C-76 be amended by deleting Clause 29.

Mr. Ray Speaker (Lethbridge, Ref.) moved:
Motion No. 75



